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September 15,2009

Bruce Newell
Ash Grove Cement Company
PO Box 38069
Leamington, Utah 84538

Subject: Second Revierv of Notice of Intention to Commence Large Minine Operations. Ash Grove

Cement Companv. Leamington Cement Plant.lv{/02310004. Juab Count-v. Utah

Dear Mr. Newell:

The Division has comple ted a revierv of your Notice of Intention to Commence Large Mining

Operations for the Leamington Cement Plant, which rvas received July 2l, 2008. The attached comments

will need to be addressed before approval can be granted.

I apologize for the delay in responding to your submittal.

The conrments are listed under the applicable Minerals Rule heading; please format your

response in a similar fashion. We rvill ask that you send us two clean copies of the complete and

corrected plan. Upon final approvalof the pernrit, we rvillreturn one copy stamped "approved" for your

records.

The Division will suspend further review of the Notice of Intention until your response to this

letter is received. If you have any questions in this regard please contact me at (801) 538-5261, or the

lead Wayne Western at (801) 538-5263, or the reviewers Leslie Heppler at (801) 538-5257, or

Tom Munson at (801) 538-5321. Thank you for your cooperation in completing this permitting action.

flncerely,tltt/V \tu
h,r\, 11
lPf,ut e. natdr
Minerals Program Manager

PBB:lah:vs
Cc: josh.nclson@ashgrove.conr

Attachnrent: Revierv
P:\GROUPS\IvIINERALS\WP\M023-Juab\lv{0230004-Leanrington\final\REV2-2543-08102009b doc

I594 l'\IeslNorthTemplc.Suite l210. l)t)Box I4580l.SaltLakeCity".LiT8.1Il4-580I
telephone (801) 5i8-5140 . facsinrile (801) i59--19.10 . TTY (801) 538-7458 . wv.ogtn.utah.gol
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SECOND REVTEW OF NOTICEOF INTENTION
TO COMMENCE LARGE MINING OPERATIONS

Ash Grove Cement Company
Leamiugton Cement Plant

M/023/0004
September 15,2009

General Com$rents:
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R647-4-104 - Orrerator's. Surface and l\{ineral Orvnershin

Comments

R647-4-105 - NIans" Drarvines & Photoeranhs

^ ; Shcet/Pasc/toltl: ['lap/Tab-lc Comnrentscntf, l] 
#

Drawing 4-106-l shows the location of one cross section, but there are tluee cross

sections in Figures 4-106.9-lA, B, and C. The Division has not been able to locate a

R647-4-107 - Operation Practices
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3 Base Map i Permit boundary line is open ended on the northeast and southwest part of the nrap,

i either submit another scale map with the boundary or add the line on the map, if it
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FYI only - Straw or hay bales generally do not work well, so DOGM prefers that

stone check dams are used with a gradation of 6 to Z4-inch rock, well keyed in, and

constructed to allow for a spillwa
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R647-4-109 - Impact Assessment

109:4 - Slope stab-ility,, erosion conlro_t, air quali-ly, saf,,quanry!.,sa!.ety

Comments

Appendix l5 should eithe r be modified to include ,rri pil .*pu*i;;t;;, ;t ih;
orientation ofgeologic units varies toward the new expansion area, or a new report
should be submined that includes the expansion area. The analysis should include
stereonets for each pit wall and should be stamped by the geotechnical engineer of
record. It is not clear ifthe bedding ofthe shale is such that a 45-degree slope angle
wogld_ be_ lppr-op-ria1e.91atl slopg -wglls, - .

Include H and V when discussing slope angle.

The term "mav be stable" needs to be reworded. The Geotechnical Engineer of rec"may be stable" needs to be reworded. The Geotechnical Engineer of record , lah

I should not be designing to a "may be" standard. Please include the FOS (Factor of 
l

:

iThe plan contains the phrase, "if blast damage reduction can be implemented and 'lah

]rockfallpreventionissuccessful''.Blastdamagecanalrr,aysbeelinrinated,butit
I depends on the dollar amount spent. Rockfall can be designed for using softrvare such

i as CRSP. Please rewrite this section. Blasting and rockfall problems need to be

i As noted "Chisolm shale may be stable rvith 2:l (26.6 degree)" . Add H to V letters to , lah

]theslope,andpleasebeconsistentintheorderinwhichhorizontalandvertica|are
1 used (do not mix nretric and English units). If the slope "may be" stable at 26.6 
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Bullet 2
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Bullet 3
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i degrees, the 45 degree slope angle is not appropriate. Please rewrite and include the

;FOS.

R647-4-ll0 - Reclamation Plan

t olt:tt Ntap/Tablc Comments
cnl. F il

12 Page I l0-1, iThis section mentions a slope of 2H:2lV which appears to be a typographical error.
highwalls I

seclion

I 3 I The plan provides the updated calculations for the I 0O-year, 6 hour event in npp.naii
I l3 and references a reclamation watershed map, but this map could not be found.

, i Please submit this map. It also is apparent there is a large drainage which empties into
! pond ti4. Please describe and provide the designs of how this pond rvill act as a flow-

ithrough structure and how it be designed to handle all the flow from this large
rvatershed flowing reclamation.

14 Pg 1 10 -l r As written ... "shales will not exceed slopes of 2H:21V". Rewrite and include a

pala 4 i{etqlqgl! !!at 1o!9_9
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PIe ase commit to re-contouring and pushing down the slopes of the facilities site and
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R647-4-ll2 - Variance
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Sheet/Paee/Lonlnenl 
Man.faulc

Comments

i The operator requested that approved variances for final highwall slope design be

' 
extended through the expansion area. The final highwall slopes would be lH:2V

:(approximately 66 degrees) on limestone slopes. The shale slopes will be reclaimed
; to a lH:lV slope (approximately 45 degrees). To grant the variance for the pit
: expansion area, the Division needs either a modified slope stability analysis or a new

: Igpgll !q l-eq{e4 eelqd in coqiggnl I ab,gyq

: Last sentence notes the shale highwall will be 45 degrees or less. Does that include
: the Chisholm shale I Same comment from I l2-2 where S I and 52 are listed as

'2H:lV. Delete the rvord "likely" in the geotechnicat study. As noted an analysis
rvas done for rotational shear, yet there is no mention of a toppling failure or a

:.!s94ilcl_lers .{1jly"e e13ly:e _I!'sg_-.Slg!-f-is,u,l:$9y*:!osld ilSlgdq_!-ott'.,.. .-.
Trvo l2-foot-wide roads lvill remain after reclamation for access by the landowner.

:Please shorv these roads on the reclamation map and note the width of l2 feet.
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R647-4-ll3 - Suretv

ShccVPasc/
L Ontnrcnt

. MaD/ I abtc in.1 Comments 'ln,,iol, lRcvic*
r, l Actionii ti

The Divisiou requests that the reclamation cost information be submitted in a form j rvhwl9
I , that the Division has developed. The Division will supply a hard and electronic copy '

:oftheformat.TheDivisionneedsthisinformationinordertoupdatethe
reclamation cost estimates.


